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T H 


PRESENT STATE 
Eadinburgb, Glaſrow- and Perth, 
about Which the Debate was, is 


as follows. 


« Hcre I proteſt before God and your 
* Lordihips, that I profeſs and allow with 
« my Heart, the true Religion, preſently 
« profeſſed within this Realm, and autho- 
« rifed by the Laws then I ſhall a- 
cc bide thereat, and defend the fame to 
% my Life's End, renouncing the Roman 
Religion, called Papiſtry.“ This Clauſe, 
whether awful or fatal was debated and 

delayed tor three Synods, until at length, 
the Synod, in a thin Meeting at Edinburgh, 
April 1746, condemned the above Clauſe, 
as Gaul ordaining all who had 1worn that 
Clauſe, to renounce it, otherwiſe they could 
not be admittted to renew the Bond of 
the Covenant, and conſequently were cut 


off from all Church Privileges. This De- 
. Ciſion 


4 
iy # 


HE Clauſe of the Burgeſs Oaths of 


* 


"> cifion- was carried by the Majority of four 
Votes, Thirteen to Nine, a Proteſtation 
being entered againſt it, for ſeveral Reaſons. 

At the Synod in Stirling, Sept. 1746. 
a Queſtion was moved, Whether the above 
Dceciſion ſhould be held a Term of Chri- 
ſtian and Miniſterial Communion, Ge. 
This Queſtion was agreed (after Prayer) 
to be put to the Vote, in Oppoſition to 

a ſide Queſtion put by Mr. Moncrief, for 
ſhifting ic: But, tho' repeated Promiſes 
were made from the Chair, by Mr. Tho- 
mas Mair, to come to the Queſtion, yet 

it was got ſaifted and delayed, until the 

Synod ſhould meet at Edinburgh. 

At Edinburgh, April gth. 1747. the 
"Queſtion was ſtated as follows, 25 
Whether the Deciſion anent the Reli- 
gious Clauſe in ſome Burgeſs Oaths, paſ- 

© ied by this Synod, April 1746. ſhall 
now or afterward, be made a Term of 
* Miniſterial and Chriſtian Communion, 
* ay and until the making of the fame to 
be fo, ſhall be referred by way of over- 
© ture unto Preſbyteries and Kirk-ſeſſions, 


in Order to their giving their Judgment 
* thereanent, that ſo there may, in the 
mean Time, be a friendly Dealing a- 
among the Members of this Synod; with 

| dent 
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one another, in a Way of Conference 7 
and Prayer, in order to their coming, 


through the Lord's Pity, to fee Eye to 
Eye in the Matter of the ſaid Religious 


© Clauſe; Or not? 


Another ſide Queſtion w Was propoſed i in 
Order to ſhift this, and to cat off the. 


Votes of the above Protefters S, ig. Whes\. 


ther proceed to call for the Reaſons of 


Proteſt and the Anſwers thereof, or not? 
However, it carried, Proceed to vote the 


above Queſtion. Before the Rolls were, 

called, Mr. Moncrief and his Brethren pro- 
teſted, that the above Queſtion, if voted 

in the Negative, was a falling from the 
whole of the Teſtimony, without giving 
any Reaſon for his or their Afſercion, 

Rolls being called, and Votes marked, it 
carricd by Twenty Votes, That the Deci- 
ſion at Edinburgh, April 1746. ſhould not 
be a Term of Miniſterial or Chriſtian Com- 
munion, until the Matter were referred to 
Preſbyteries and Kirk-Seſſions for their 
Judgment, and that in the mean Time, 
Members ſhould pray and confer together, 
in order to their coming, throughthe] Lord's 


Pity, to ſee Eye to Eye in the Matter of 
the ſaig * Clauſe. 
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Upon this, Mr. J. Tomi Mair read a De- 
chration (which, by the Way, diſcovered a 
Concert) ſignifying, that this Synod was 
not a lawful, right-conſtitute Court of 


Chriſt in this Qu: ition, and all that had 
'votcd (therein 5 | dap rted from ard ab- 


ured, or allowed an abjuring, the whol 


of the Teſtimony; and re quired all rhe 
Members of this Synod, who had not voc- 
ed in the forcfud Queſtion, to meet in Sy- 
nod at Mr. Gb Houſe To-morrow ut 
Ten o' Clock, and thereupon he and the 
whole Party withdrew. — Obſerve, They 
call it an unlawful Meeting of Synod, 7 al- 


tho' they themſelves helped by their Votes 


to chooſe the Moderator and Clerk; and 
fat, voted and acted as conſtituent Mem- 
bers of the Court, ay and until the above 
Queſtion which was carried as above 1n 
the Negative, was juſt about to be voted. 
Bat, to be ſure, had it carried in the Af⸗ 
firmative, That their Deciſion ſhould 
be a Term of Communion, the Court 
had been exceeding lawful. 

The Reaſons of the Synod's Sentence, 
that the Deciſion in Apr 4 1746, ſhould 
not be a Term of Minitterial "id Chriſti- 
an Communion, bat, that it ſhonld be 
referred to Preſbyteries and Kirk-Scſſions 


5 5 1 


as above, and that we ſhould continue in 
Prayer and Conference, in Order to our 


| ſeeing Eye to Eye, were, in my View, s 
follow. 


I. Becauſe that Dei April 17 
declaring the firſt Clauſe of ſome Burgeſs 
Oaths ſinful, was never any Part of the 
Teſtimony of the Church of Scat land, or 
yet of any of the Lord's Witneſſes ſince 
our Reformation from Popery: But ra- 
ther that -firſt Clauſe itſelf ſeems to have 
been a Part of it; and therefore ought 
not to have been condemned, far lets ought 
any Deciſion, condemning it, to be made 
a Term of Communion. 

II. Becauſe it is the expreſs Command 


of God, Eph. 4. 1, 2, 3. and Phil. 3. 18 


16. that in Things not yet attained, or 
determined in the Church, we ſhould with 
all Lowlineſs, Meeknels and Long aun 
ing, forbear one another in Love, endea 

vouring 10 keep the Unity of the Sher if in 
the Bond of Peace. And if in any Thing 
ve be otherwiſe minded, or of a different 
Judgment, God in due Time ſhall reveal 
even this unto us, and ſo we ſhall in his 
Light come to ſce Eye to Eye: Never- 


theleſs whereunto we have attained already, 


let us walk by the ſame Rule, let us nin 140 
A 2 . the 
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the 2 T3 Ling ; that is, Let us join Hand 
in Hand in maintaining the Teſtimony for 
Truth wherein we are'all agreed. Now 
the Command of Forbearance in {uch 
Caſes being ſo clear and evident, we had 
ſinned againſt God and our own Conſci— 
ences, an againſt our folemn Covenants 
to ſtrengthen one another's Hands in the 
Lord's Work, if we had voted that the 
above Deciſion ſhould be a Term of Com- 
munion. 

III. Becauſe the Terms of ee 
were already ſettled at the Renovation of 
the Covenant, Feb. 14, 1744. without any 
View to the Burgek: Oath, which tho' it 
was ſpoken of at the compiling of the AA 
and Teſumony, by the tuft tour, while 


Mr. Wilſon was.with us, yct was by mu- 


tual Conſent left out of bo. And therefore 
we judged 1t was out of Time to make it 
a Term of Communion now, eſpecially 


when there was ſuch ice of Judg- | 


ment among Members about it. 

IV. Becauſe the Barrier Acts of the Re- 
formation anent Novations or new Things, 
which may prove the Sceds of Diviſion, 
were not obfcrved in the ſaid Deciſion, 
tho' this was urged from the Beginning. 


Ass of Ajjembly 1639, 1640, 1041. ex- 
preſly 


preſly ordain, That before any new Thing "8 


paſs into a Law in the ſupreme Court, ut 


ſhall firſt be remitted; by way of Overture 
unto Synods, Preſbyteries and Kirk-ſeſſi- 
ons, that ſo the whole diffuſed Church 
may give their Judgment in ſuch Matters 
of general Concern, and fo Commifſſioners 
may come up fully inftructed, and give a 
deliberate Judgment thereanent. 
V. Becauſe to fix ſuch Deciſions upon 
the Church of Chriit, in Matters of gene- 
ral Concern, without firſt referring them 
by way of Overture unto the inferior 
Courts for their Judgment, has a plain 
Tendency toward the introducing of a 
Lordly Dominion over the Faith and 
Practice of the Lord's Heritage. It is 
our received Principle, Confeſſion of Faith, 
Chapter 20. Section 2. That implicite 
Faith and blind Obedience, is not to 
« be yielded, by the Church of Chriſt, 
c anto any Commandments of Men :” 
But that, like the- noble Bereans, they 
examine them at the Barr of the Ward, 
Isa. 8. 20. To the Law and to the Teſti- 
meony, if they Jpeak not according 70 theſe . 
Things, it is becauſe there is no Truth in 
them. And we judged, that if che infal- 


lible 


C5 


?, = lible les e their Doctrines to 


the Examination of the Bereans, by the 


Touch-ſtone of the Word ; Hadith more 
ſhould we, a Company of fallible Men, 
ſubmit our Deciſions to the Trial of Preſ- 
byteries and Kirk-ſeſſions, which gene- 


rally conſiſt of the moſt oodly and judi- 


cious Men in the {ſeveral Congregations, 
and are by them communicate unto pray- 
ing Societies alſo, for their Opinion: And 
this Judgment = te ned Church, 
being returned from Kirk-ſcflions unto 
Preſbyteries, and from Preſbyterics unto 


the Synod, a Law or Deciſion might 


have been made with Rclation to the 
Burgeſs Oath, with the harmonious Con- 
ſent Tr the e Church, without bind- 
ing the Lord's People to an implicice O- 
bedicnce, by mere Church Kochel, as 
is done by the above Deciſion, April 
1746. That this Method of m. aking De- 
cifions is agreeable unto the Principles of 


the Church, is evident from the above 


2 80 Acts 16 39 and 1641. And accord- 
thereto, 1s that Article of our Con- 


Klon, adopted by Solemn Covenant, 


# All Synods and Councils, ſince the A- 


* polls Times, whether ge eneral or par- 


5 ticular, 


« ticular, may err, and many of them 
have erred, therefore they are not to 
ebe made the Rule of F aich and Prac- 
ieee, 

Now, had we voted that Decifion to be 
a Term of Chriſtian and Miniſterial Com- 
munion, we had fixed it as a Rule of 
Faith and Practice, contrary to our known 
and covenanted Principles, and ſo had we 
involved ourſe -lves in the Breach of Co- 
VENant. 

VI. As that Affair came not fairly in- 
to the Synod from the Preſbytery of Dun- 
fer mline, being twice rejected when the 
Pretbyter) y Was fully met ; and a Reference 
of it carried afterward in a thin Meeting 
of four Miniſters and one Elder, befide.the 
Moderator: So, the ſaid Deciſion was carri- 
ed not in a full Meeting of Synod, but when 
more than one half” of the conſtituent 
Members of Synod were abſent; and even 
then by the {crimp Majority of four: And » 
we judged it moit improper to make a 
Decifion carried in this Manner, by a 
Catch, a Term of Communion. | 

VII. Had we voted it to be a Term of 
Communion, we had thereby laid a Foun- 
dation for per petual Centures of Suſpen- 
lion 


* 


: # 


8 
os, Depoſition and Excommunication of 
Miniſters and Chriſtians, who could not 
make that Deciſion the Rule of their Faith 
and Practice, as to that Matter. And ac- 
cordingly the Execution was begun, even 
before the Synod had de ined whether 
it thould be a Term of Communion, or 
not. Which was but a Sample of I 


would have followed, if another Deciſion 


had carried it to be 2 Term of Commu- 


: nion. 


VIII. Another . of our Vote Was, 
that we could not allow ourſelves to en- 
rertain ſuch uncharitable Thoughts of our 

ear Brethren, as once to imagine that 
any of them, eſpecially after a Solemn 
Covenant for Unity and Concord in the 
Lord, could poſſibly ſeparate from us 
upon a Queſtion juſt laid and calculate for 
preſerving Peace, Love and U /nity among 
ouriclves, . and in the whole Aflociate 


Church. When we votcd ig gainſt its be- 


ng 2a Term of Communion, = did not this 


ſay, that we deſired to continue in Com- 
munion with our Brethen? When we 


voted that the Affair ſhould be referred to 
Preſbyteries and Kirk-ſcſſions, and that 
they and we ſhould mean-while continue 

ol 
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. Prayer and Conference, that through 


the Lord's Pity we might yet come to ſee 
Eye to Eye, what could we poſſibly do 
more to preſerve Unity and Peace, and to 
prevent a Breach ? Could we ever ratio- 
nally ſuppoſe, that our Brethren would 
break up Communion with us, becauſe 
we voted to maintain Communion wath 
them, and to continue in Prayer and Con- 
ference with thei until the Lord ſhould 
give us one cart and one Way, as to the 
Matter in Debate? Sound Divines of 
great Name differ in their Judgment a- 
nent many controverted Points, and about 
the meaning of ſeveral Texts of Scripture, 
and yet live in Union and Communion 
one with another, without impoſing up- 
on one another; and, might not we 
much more live in Love and Unity, not- 
withſtanding of different Sentiments anent 
the Meaning of two or three Words in 
ſome Burgeſs Oaths ? If every one ſhould 
make his Mind a Law, and a Term of 
Communion to others, in Matters of this 
Sort, there could be no ſuch Thing as 
Church-Communion and Fellowſhip up- 


on Earth; for, while we now in part, 


we cannot ſhun.to difter in Judgment a- 


about many Things. 


THE: Slows 


9 IX. er the 3 e the 
1. rand might differ in their Judgments, as 
do the Lawfulneſs or Sinfulneſs of the firſt 
Clauſe of ſome Burgeſs Oaths, yet both 
sides were agreed in this, That it ſhould 
be no Term of Communion among us; 
yea, moſt. of all our Brethren, r og hd 
_ ſeparated from us on this Had now, did- 
frequently declare to us and many others, 
that they never intended to make the a- 
bove Deciſion a Ground of Separation, of 
a Term of Communion. But how to tre- 
concile their repeated Declarations upon 
this Head, with their Behaviour at Ealn- 
burgh, April 1747. and with what they 
have done fince, they themſelves muſt ac- 
count for. However, their Declarations, 
together with the Mind of all intelligent 
ers, contributed, with what is above 
| obſerved, to clear our Way in voting and 
determining Synodically, That the faid 
Deciſion ſhould not be a Term of Chri- 
ſtian or Miniſterial Communion : But that 
we ſhould hve together as Brethren, and 
ſtrengthen one another's Hands in t! e 
Work of the Lord. | | 
How our Dear Brethren come to cul 


Iniquity upon us on this Account, as in the 
ij Deen 
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Declaration they read 5 they went 
t and abjured, or 
allowed an abjuring, the whole of the 
Teſtimony, and were become an unlaw- 


off, as if we had drop 


ful Court; is beyond our Comprehenſion: 


Tho' this looks rather like Railing, than 
Reaſoning, yet we defire not to render 


Railing for Railing; but contrariwiſe 


Blefling : And to commit our Cauſe to 
him who judgeth niht 17 


QuzsT IONS arif ng fron the bel. 
- Bl 1. Have they not ſeparate from 


, becauſe we voted to hold Communi- 


on 1 them? 


2, 2d, Is not this umz nb Sepa- 


ration a Breach of the Oath of the Co- 
venant ? | 
9, 3d. While they -oſhle to ſuffer 
their Deciſion to come under Examination 
of Preſbyteries and Seſſions, does not this 
favour of implicite Faith, and 1s 1t not 
contrary to Barrier Acts 16 3 


to Confeſſion of Faith, Chap. 31. Sect. 4. 


4th. Is not their Way a material | 
99 or Depoſition of all their Bre- 
thren, Minitters and Elders? 


Seb. 


9, 1041. and , 


1 
ö 
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?. ch, How will they prove, as they 


30 en, that the above Deciſion, Abril 


1747. is a dropping or abjuring of the 


8 Teſtinony? Is not this what the Scrip- 


ture calls a caſting Iniquity upon their 


Br. hren, and a laying to their Charge 
Things Which they know not, and never 


thou Jot of: ? 


btb. How ſuch a W. ay of doing will 
00 the Tryal of the Word of God. the 
Tribunal of God, or yet of the impartial | 


. orid ? 
. Whether thoſe who join them 


in Ps Way, do not partake with them in 
Breach of Covenant? 


